David S. Lifton 

11500 W. Olympic Blvd., #400 
Los Angeles, California 90064 

Teh (310) 445 2300 
Fax: (310) 445 2301 


5/6/93 

Dr. Cyril Wecht 
5420 Darlington Rd 
Pittsburg, PA 15217 

Dear Cyril: 

As we get older, we get more philosophical, and in that spirit, I write this letter. 

Do you remember when we first met? I am not referring to our trip to 
Washington together (summer of 1972), but to the year before, the first or second 
working day after New Years Day, 1971. 

In December, 1970, 1 had made an appointment to see you. I flew directly from 
Los Angeles to Pittsburgh about January 2nd or 3rd, 1971, and we spent the 
better part of a day in your office. At that time, I shared my work with you, for 
the first time. I gave you a very detailed briefing. I set forth my theory of wound 
alteration, played you copious excerpts from my tape recorded interviews (with 
the Dallas doctors. Commander Humes, the casket team ,etc). And you sent out 
for lunch. 

At the end of our meeting, you said: David, please send me all this in writing. 
This I did, about a month later — a series of detailed "Summary Research 
Memos," dated February 1971, from David Lifton to Cyril Wecht. Many of these 
memos, by the way, became my guide when I later wrote BEST EVIDENCE. 

I mention all this for a reason. As discussed on the phone, Roger Feinman has 
posted an essay on the CompuServe and has been going on night after night on 
its bulletin board, spreading the idea that I invented the theory set forth in my 
book to fulfill a book contract, circa, 1978! In other words, Feinman has this idea 
that I didn't come up with evidence, and then a theory, and then wrote a book — 
but the reverse: that my agent suggested I write my book as a personal odyssey, 
and so I invented the theory to fulfill a book contract! 

I have no problem when someone disagrees with my theory, and I enjoy the back 
and forth of debate. But, in his personal attacks on me and my integrity, 

Feinman really crosses the line. 
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He writes: 

* "I sincerely believe that Best Evidence is one of the greatest publishing 
hoaxes since Clifford Irving's book on Howard Hughes. The theory of 
body snatching and body alteration has no merit whatsoever. I do not 
believe that [Best Evidence ] . . . could have [been] written ... in good faith." 

• "Lifton's theory is garbage, and he subverts the evidence that he cites in 
his book to suit his theory, which makes it a piece of garbage as well. 

And: 


* "I believe Litton reached a dead end until his agent persuaded him that 
he could sell a book cast in terms of a personal odyssey . . . Liftohs 
^solution” to the crime arose as the expedient method of overcoming the 
obstacle of the autopsy photography and concluding this odyssey." 

And still another: 


* " . . the obvious haste with which the later chapters of the book are 
formulated, relative to the earlier portion of the book, all tend to the 
conclusion that Lifton had an urgent need for cash," 

When I see Roger Feinman's posts on CompuServe, I am reminded of 
these lines from Rudyard Kipling's poem, "IF": 

"If you can bear to hear the truth you've spoken twisted by knaves and 
make a trap for fools, or watch the things you gave your life to, broken, 
and stoop and build them up with worn out tools , . , 

Really, Cy: At first, I didn't want to dignify such absurd charges, and I even 
considered going to the attorneys connected with CompuServe, to reign him in. 
But I finally I decided to write a response. 

Attached find two essays: 

One part is titled: "Screwball 'Logic': Roger Feinman's Absurd Attempt to Prove 
BEST EVIDENCE WAS A HOAX, and Paint me in a False Light." (There is a page 
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sent you, a month later, happen to be one of the earliest written records of my 
book.) 

The second item is the one I really hope you find the time to read. That item is 
titled: "BEYOND ME": WHO IS ROGER FEINMAN? (and why does he hate me 
so much?) 

This essay is a look at Roger Feinman, and the history of our case. I think you 
will find it interesting. Please read this second essay . You're a smart guy. 

You've had plenty of life experience. I think Feinman's going to far, and what he 
is doing is not healthy, psychologically. 

But I'll let you be the judge. 

Meanwhile, I want to applaud your re-entry into the case, and your willingness 
to take a new look at the evidence. I am also so pleased you met the technicians, 
yourself, because I think their recollections permit a new perspective on the 
question of the authenticity of the photographs and X-rays. I certainly appreciate 
your willingness to be open-minded on all these matters. 

Also, your willingness to lend your prestige against JAMA has been very 
significant. Without someone like you on our side, we would be steamrollered. 

About the past I now believe that, given what you were shown in 1972 in 
Washington DC, you had little choice but to say what you did. As I said on the 
phone last night, if BEST EVIDENCE was being written today, my chapter 20 
would have a different tone. I am sorry I wrote it the way I did. 

Meanwhile, as discussed, I want to point out that although many of us may have 
seriously differing views on what the evidence means, I don't think the kind of 
attack which gets very personal or which accuses people of acting in bad faith, or 
fraudulently fabricating a manuscript, is constructive. 

I know you don't engage in that sort of behavior, and I don't either. I make an 
effort always to stay focused on the issues. That's the way it should be. 

Happy reading. No reaction necessary. FYI. And there are no restrictions: you 
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ATT: 

Two essays (bound): 

1* "BEYOND ME": WHO IS ROGER FE INMAN? (and why does he hate me so 
much?) 

2. "Screwball 'Logic': Roger Feimnan's Absurd Attempt to Prove BEST 
EVIDENCE WAS A HOAX, and Paint me in a False Light." 




